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DETAILED ACTION 

Introduction 

1 . The following is a NON-FINAL Office Action in response to the communication 
received on 12 March 2008. Claims 3-1 1 are now pending in this application. 

Response to Amendments 

2. The Examiner withdraws the previously asserted Claim Objection towards Claim 
3 based on Applicants amendment of Claim 3. 

3. Applicants Amendment has been acknowledged in that: Claim 3 has been 
amended ; hence, as such, Claims 3-11 are pending in this application . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 3-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
lacks patentable utility. The invention is drawn to a method for "keeping consumption 
equal to production". The claims lack specific utility under MPEP 21 07.01. 1.A. The 
invention does not provide a well-defined and particular benefit to the public. The 
alleged utility is not credible under MPEP 2107.01.11 as the application does not credibly 
disclose how the claimed steps will achieve the aim of "keeping consumption equal to 
production". Furthermore, the invention does not produce a "tangible" result (i.e., the 
alleged utility is abstract; See MPEP 2106.IV.C.2 (2) b), and that the invention does not 
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produce a "concrete" result (i.e., result is not substantially repeatable; MPEP 
2106.IV.C.2 (2) c)). The claimed invention is not supported by either a specific and 
substantial asserted utility or a well established utility. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 3-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claims contain subject matter which was 
not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. The application does not disclose how a person having ordinary skill in the 
art (PHOSITA) could practice the steps so as to achieve the aim of "keeping 
consumption equal to production". Also note that the application does not disclose how 
a PHOSITA could accomplish the task of "... only creating new money ... (See Claim 3 
of the instant application)". 

Specifically, since the claimed invention is not supported by either a specific and 
substantial asserted utility or a well established utility for the reasons set forth above, 
one skilled in the art clearly would not know how to use the claimed invention. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 3-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Yamazawa (JP 200031 1 158 A), [hereinafter Yamazawa]. 

Referring to Claim 3 : Yamazawa discloses within an economic system, a 
method of keeping consumption equal to production comprising the steps of: an earner 
participating in new production, the earner having an account (Yamazawa: Paragraphs 
10-13); creating the only new money in the economic system by crediting new money in 
an account for the value of the earner's participation in the new production produced 
(Yamazawa: Paragraphs 10-14); and debiting an account a like amount of money as the 
amount of the new money and distributing the debited like amount of money by a 
prearranged formula to prevailing governments in lieu of taxes (Yamazawa: Paragraphs 
16-17). 

Referring to Claim 4 : Yamazawa teaches within an economic system, a method 
of keeping consumption equal to production comprising the steps of: ordering by an 
employer new production including one of a new good and service, the employer having 
an account (Yamazawa: Paragraphs 10-12); performing by an earner the new 
production ordered by the employer, the earner having an account (Yamazawa: 
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Paragraphs 10-14); crediting new money to an account for the value of the new 
production (Yamazawa: Paragraphs 14-20); and debiting the account a like amount of 
money as the amount of the new money created to the account and sending a percent 
of the debited like amount of money by a prearranged formula to prevailing 
governments in lieu of taxes (Yamazawa: Paragraphs 14-16). 

Referring to Claim 5 : Yamazawa shows method wherein the step of ordering new 
production includes determining a value of earnings of any investor and a profit of the 
employer (Yamazawa: Paragraph 16). 

Referring to Claim 6 : Yamazawa discusses a method wherein the accounts 
reside in a bank and a clearing house (Yamazawa: Paragraphs 16-20). 

Referring to Claim 7 : Yamazawa discloses a method wherein the prevailing 
governments include city government, county government, state government, and 
federal government (Yamazawa: Paragraph). 

Referring to Claim 8 : Yamazawa teaches a method wherein the city government, 
the county government, the state government, and the federal government each directly 
receive a portion of the debited like amount of money, the portion being determined by 
the prearranged formula, the received portion being in lieu of taxes (Yamazawa: 
Paragraphs 14-16). 

Referring to Claim 9 : The Examiner notes a method "wherein the employer and 
the earner include a corporation and a corporate employee" to be signified only as 
nonfunctional descriptive material and does not alter how the method operates. Thus, 
this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in 
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terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401 (Fed. Cir. 
1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Referring to Claim 10 : The Examiner notes a method "wherein the earner 
includes one of a self-employed person, a salesperson, and an investor" to be signified 
only as nonfunctional descriptive material and does not alter how the method operates. 
Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art 
in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401 (Fed. 
Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Referring to Claim 11 : Claim 11 parallels the limitations of Claim 4. As such, 
Claim 1 1 is rejected under the same basis as is Claim 4 as mentioned supra. 

Examiner Note 

10. Interpretation of Claim terms - Unless a term is given a "clear definition" in the 
specification (MPEP § 2111.01), the examiner is obligated to give claims their broadest 
reasonable interpretation, in light of the specification, and consistent with the 
interpretation that those skilled in the art would reach (MPEP § 2111). An inventor may 
define specific terms used to describe invention, but must do so "with reasonable clarity, 
deliberateness, and precision" (MPEP § 2111.01.111). A "clear definition" must establish 
the metes and bounds of the terms. A clear definition must unambiguously establish 
what is and what is not included. A clear definition is indicated by a section labeled 
definitions, or by the use of phrases within the specification. A mere example does not 
constitute a "clear definition" beyond the scope of the example. 
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The instant application contains no such clear definition for the phrase "new 
money", as the examiner could not find such phrase within the disclosure. In the instant 
application, the examiner is required to give the term ""new money" its broadest 
reasonable interpretation, which the examiner judges to be a__ money created by well- 
known processes in the normal course of business [See, for example 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Money_Creation]. 

1 1 . The Examiner has pointed out particular reference(s) contained in the prior 

art of record within the body of this action for convenience of the Applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to 
the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may 
apply. Applicant, in preparing the response, should fully consider the entire 
reference as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the 
context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicants arguments filed 12 March 2008 have been fully considered but have 
been found to be moot and non-persuasive. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Williams (US Pat. No. 5,960,415) teaches a forecasting control system and 
method. 

Komaki (JP 2001005798A) shows a device and method for monthly GPD 
calculation, recording medium where process for same is recorded, device and method 
for economical diffusion index calculation, and recording medium where process for 
same is recorded. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Benjamin S. 
Fields at telephone number 571.272.9734. The examiner can normally be reached 
MONDAY THRU FRI between the hours of 9AM and 7PM. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, KAMBIZ ABDI can 
be reached at 571.272.6702. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Benjamin S. Fields 

/Frantzy Poinvil/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3692 

20 May 2008 



